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Applicant Initiated Interview Request Form 



Application No.: 6^/4t5J&^ First Named Applicant: T>a^i^J ^ll/i^ym '^^^ 
Examiner: S^V^t/A Art Unit: 7A ^^ Status of AopUcation: &3ndi^n^ 



Tentative Farticioantii: . 



Proposed Date of Interview: r'2^/'f/2C6is /x//z/ 2^/^ Proposed Tinac: J 1 ' ^|a^PM) 



Type of Tntif rvicw Requested; 

(I) J>4 Telephonic (2> [ ] Personal 



Exhibit To Be Shown or Demon:»trAti>a-. \ \ YES 
If yes, provide brief description; , 



(3) [ I Video Conference 
tXl NO 



Issues To Be Discussed 



Issues 


ClairnA/ 
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Not Agreed 


(RcJ., Obj^ etc) 
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[' ] CfiTitinuation Sheet Atl2icbed 

Brier Description of Arguments to be Presented; ^ / J jf j i J . 



An interview w:is conducted on the above-identified application on ^ - 

NOTJS; Tliis form should be completed by itpplicuat nnO submiu«d tp the examiner in advance of ibe inlervlew 
C^eeMX^ieP § 713.01). 

This appUcatino will not be delayed from isirue becouse of applicant'^ failure to submit a written record of this 
interview. Therefore, applicant is sidviscd to file statement of che substance of this interview (37 CFR 1.133Cb)) 
^% soon as possible. 



AppJ i cant/AppHcunl' i Rjepresentaiive Signntuie H?cajniner/SPE Signature 



Typed/Printed Name of Applicant or Representative 



Registration Number, if applicable 



TTlU eeUectlOD or Jofvirn^Hnn Ip ra(|t*ir«d by CFR l.iaa. Tfw) infttrfMucIau 1& required to obuln or retain a Deii«/1t by tbe pwbUr wU^k n fHu <unJ by ihc 
IJ^KTU fcn pr»KM> no u|i|ilkail'iDn. Cu nfld ■.-«!! sUty ia uwymMnl by 35 T7.S.C. 132 MMl 77 CVR 1.11 QOd 1.1''. Thif enUaetlBn la Httnuilcd tu tukr 21 awKurvs 

completet iscluatnc CPfh^rtnCt prnpartocv "lul siibiniiUni* the cnmplelod application rorm ro tkc USPTO. lime wlU varr detwoOioc hp^p lotl^v^dBfll cue. Aay 
wmni>ni* **a ^b" atiitrtutil arij^c you rcqu^jre to complnc thb form nod^or piqxrvUw l*^ rvd^eoq* i)u> ^nrtinn, Akould tie i^At to me Cblcf Ul^brmlti*o OfOcvr, 
V^, Patent ;ind Yrudvni»rk Offk*. U.S. T>«p«riniMnt uf CumHieiHiK, P.O. Box 1450, Atexnndrtn, VA 22313-1 il3a> UO NOT SENA FTvRS OR COMPt.ETEn FORJVUf 
TO THIS ADDRi::!^. SEND TO: Commissioner n>r rAtcnt:c, f-O. Qox 14S0, Alexaadria. VA 223I3-14?i). 

If you need assistance in completing the fontK Cult } »B00*PTO'9 1 99 and select option 2. 
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Examiner faterview Request Addendxmi 

Brief Description of Arguments to be Presented 

The Reqaested Interview concerns Paragraph 6 of the Office Action dated 9/13/2006: 

In Part (a), the Examiner states that the petition regarding contacting Jessica Bogle is 
insufficient. 

SLWK received notice that tlie petition was granted by Paul Shanoski^Senior 
Attorney of the Office of Petitions of the USPTO- The notice stated that the declaration 
of facts under 37 C.F.R. § L131 will be entered without the signature of Ms. Bogle. 

In Part (b), the Examiner states the Office needs to know the contribution of the fourth 
inventor who is not included as an author on the Thomsen article and a description of the 
claimed subject matter to which the fourth inventor contributed. 

The Office received signed statements £rom all four inventors that they are co- 
inventors. The Office received declaratiotis that the date of invention was prior to the 
date of the Thomsen publication and that any disclosure of subject matter in the Thomsen 
article was provided from the work of the inventors. Therefore, the declaration is 
sufficient to remove the rejection under 102(a) because 

i) the invention was not described in the Thomsen article before tlie 
invention by the Applicants, and 

ii) any disclosure in the Thomsen article was the Applicants' own 
invention. 



In Part (c), the Examiner requires evidence declaring what pans of the Thomsen article 
(hereinafter "the Napoleon article to avoid confusion "J were invented prior to October 
1999 and to what claims the subject matter applies. The Examiner also requires a 
showing of what time period the reduction to practice occurred and must show diligence 
between conception and reduction to practice. 

The Office received signed statements from all four inventois that they are co- 
inventors. The Office received declarations that the date of invention was prior to the 
date of the Napolean article publication and that any disclosure of subject matter in the 
Napolean article was provided from the work of the inventors. 

Therefore, the declaration is sufficient to remove the rejection under 102(a) 
because 

iii) the invention was not described in the Napolean article before the 
invention by the Applicants, and 

iv) any disclosure in the Napolean article was the Applicants* own 
invention. 

The declaration under §1.131 states that the subject matter claimed in the 
Application was invented prior to the publication earliest of the Thomsen articles. Under 
§1.131, Applicant is required to make a declaration concerning the date of the invention. 
Applicant is not required to make a stateraeDt regarding the invention date of the subject 
matter in a cited reference. 
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The declaration states any disclosure of the claimed subject matter in the articles 
was provided from work of the inventors. Therefore^ conception and redaction to 
practice to show invention prior to the invention of another is not relevant. 
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